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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-6, 14, 18-23, 31, 35-40, and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Hinks et al. (hereinafter Hinks, U.S. Patent No. 5,678,039). 

In regard to independent Claim 1 (and similarly independent Claims 18, and 35), 
Hinks teaches that the Translation Table contains all the information needed to build 
editors that can simulate the target Ul (User Interface) without having access to the 
sources or actual binary of the product to be translated (Col. 7, lines 22-26). In addition, 
Hinks teaches that the Translation Table encapsulates all the information that is known 
or can be derived from the various resources and stores them in a format which may be 
utilized by various editors (Col. 3, lines 16-19; compare with Claim 1 (and similarly 
Claims 18, and 35), "... receiving contextual information describing a visual 
context for the computer program's generation of the text; receiving the text from 
a first user interface text storage format; combining the contextual information 
with the text to form a visual representation of a display the user interface; and 
displaying the visual representation'"). 
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In regard to dependent Claim 2 (and similarly dependent Claims 19, and 36), 
Hinks teaches that once the end-user translator has completed the task of translating 
the resources, the translated text is merged back to sources. The Export/Import module 
is again employed, this time for generating a translated resource file. The translated 
resource file is similar to the original resource file, except that any necessary 
translations (e.g., translating an English text string into a French text string) have been 
carried out (Col. 3, lines 25-31 ; compare with Claim 2 (and similarly Claims 19, and 36), 
"... receiving editing instructions text; and based on the editing instructions, 
generating new text"). 

In regard to dependent Claim 3 (and similarly dependent Claims 20, and 37), 
Hinks teaches that onbe the end-user translator has completed the task of translating 
the resources, the translated text is merged back to sources. The Export/Import module 
is again employed, this time for generating a translated resource file. The translated 
resource file is similar to the original resource file, except that any necessary 
translations (e.g., translating an English text string into a French text string) have been 
carried out. In addition to translating text strings, other graphical user interface 
modifications, such as resizing of resources, have also been carried out (Col. 3, lines 
25-34; compare with Claim 3 (and similarly Claims 20, and 37), "... storing the new 
text in a second user interface text storage format"). 

In regard to dependent Claim 4 (and similarly dependent Claims 5, 21-22, and 
38-39), Hinks teaches that a (Export/Import) Resource Parser (330) parses the resource 
file (325) (such as a Windows .rc file) into a Translation Table (340), which is typically 
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stored as a database table. The Translation Table (340) encapsulates all the 
information that is known or can be derived from the various resources and stores them 
in a format which may be utilized by various editors (Col. 7, lines 64-67; Col. 8, lines 1- 
5; compare with Claim 4 (and similarly Claims 5, 21-22, and 38-39), "... the first user 
interface text storage format is a catalog file/resource bundle' 7 ). 

In regard to dependent Claim 6 (and similarly dependent Claims 23, and 40), 
Hinks teaches that the Translation Table contains all the information needed to build 
editors that can simulate the target Ul (User Interface) without having access to the 
sources or actual binary of the product to be translated (Col. 7, lines 22-26). In addition, 
Hinks teaches that the Translation Table encapsulates all the information that is known 
or can be derived from the various resources and stores them in a format which may be 
utilized by various editors (Col. 3, lines 16-19; compare with Claim 6 (and similarly 
Claims 23, and 40), "... the contextual information includes graphical user 
interface (GUI) rendering information 97 ). 

In regard to independent Claim 14 (and similarly independent Claims 31, and 
48), Hinks teaches that the Translation Table contains all the information needed to 
build editors that can simulate the target Ul (User Interface) without having access to 
the sources or actual binary of the product to be translated (Col. 7, lines 22-26). In 
addition, Hinks teaches that the Translation Table encapsulates all the information that 
is known or can be derived from the various resources and stores them in a format 
which may be utilized by various editors (Col. 3, lines 16-19; compare with Claim 14 
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(and similarly Claims 31 , and 48), "... receiving a sequential record of system 
events that occurred during an execution session of the computer program; 
executing an executable of the computer program, wherein the executable 
contains an introspective editor; and reproducing the system events from the 
sequential record to control execution of the executable"). 

In regard to independent Claim 35, Hinks teaches system (100) of Fig. 1 , which 
includes a central processor (101), a main memory (102) (e.g., random-access memory 
or RAM), an input/output controller (103), a keyboard (104), a pointing device (105) 
(e.g., mouse, track ball, pen device, or the like), a display device (106), and a non- 
volatile or mass storage (107) (e.g., hard or fixed disk, optical disk, magneto-optical 
disk, or flash memory). Processor (101) includes or is coupled to a cache memory (109) 
for storing frequently accessed information; memory (109) may be an on-chip cache or 
external cache (as shown). System (100) may also be provided with additional 
input/output devices, such as a printing device (108), as desired. The various 
components of the system (100) communicate through a system bus (110) or similar 
architecture, as shown (Col. 5, lines 42-56; compare with Claim 35, "... a bus system; 
a memory connected to the bus system, wherein the memory includes a set of 
instructions; and a processing unit, wherein the processing unit includes at least 
one processor, wherein the processing unit executes the set of instructions to 
perform the acts of"). Hinks also teaches that the Translation Table contains all the 
information needed to build editors that can simulate the target Ul (User Interface) 
without having access to the sources or actual binary of the product to be translated 
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(Col. 7, lines 22-26). In addition, Hinks teaches that the Translation Table encapsulates 
all the information that is known or can be derived from the various resources and 
stores them in a format which may be utilized by various editors (Col. 3, lines 16-19; 
compare with Claim 35, "... receiving contextual information describing a visual 
context for the program's generation of the text; receiving the text from a first 
user interface text storage format; combining the contextual information with the 
text to form a visual representation of a display in the user interface; and 
displaying the visual representation"). 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 7-13, 15-17, 24-29, 30, 32-34, 41-47, and 49-51 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hinks in view of Liu et al. (hereinafter Liu, 
"Enhancing A GUI Event Recorder To Support The Creation Of User Documentation", 
Copyright 2000). 

In regard to dependent Claim 7 (and similarly dependent Claims 13, 24, 30, 41, 
and 47), Hinks does not specifically teach that the computer program is written in Java. 
However, Liu teaches a Java-based GUI event recorder called Listen (p. 4, 2 nd 
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paragraph). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teachings of Hinks and Liu providing the benefit of utilizing 
existing Java tools to record GUI events. 

In regard to independent Claim 8 (and similarly independent Claims 25, and 42), 
Hinks fails to specifically teach detecting when the executing computer program 
generates a user interface feature; and recording a description of the user interface 
feature. However, Liu teaches Listen, a GUI event recorder which records information 
about the GUI event (what the user or system has done) and which GUI objects are 
being operated on in the interface (pp. 3-4, Sec. 3.1). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Hinks 
and Liu providing the benefit of recording GUI events. 

In regard to dependent Claim 9 (and similarly dependent Claims 26, and 43), 
Hinks teaches that the Translation Table encapsulates all the information that is known 
or can be derived from the various resources and stores them in a format which may be 
utilized by various editors (Col. 3, lines 16-19; compare with Claim 9 (and similarly 
Claims 26, and 43), "... associating the description with an item of text in a user 
interface text storage format"). 

In regard to dependent Claims 1 0-1 1 (and similarly dependent Claims 27-28, and 
44-45), Hinks teaches that the Translation Table contains all the information needed to 
build editors that can simulate the target Ul (User Interface) without having access to 
the sources or actual binary of the product to be translated (Col. 7, lines 22-26; compare 
with Claims 10-11 (and similarly Claims 27-28, and 44-45), "... the description 
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includes information regarding the rendering of the user interface feature" and 
" . . the user interface is a graphical user interface (GUI) ") . 

In regard to dependent Claim 12 (and similarly dependent Claims 29, and 46), 
Hinks teaches that a (Export/Import) Resource Parser (330) parses the resource file 
(325) (such as a Windows .rc file) into a Translation Table (340), which is typically 
stored as a database table. The Translation Table (340) encapsulates all the 
information that is known or can be derived from the various resources and stores them 
in a format which may be utilized by various editors (Col. 7, lines 64-67; Col. 8, lines 1- 
5; compare with Claim 12 (and similarly Claims 29, and 46), "... the first user interface 
text storage format is a resource bundle"). 

In regard to dependent Claim 15 (and similarly dependent Claims 32, and 49), 
Hinks does not teach responsive to a user input, execution of the reproducing 
suspending step or responsive to a second user input, resuming the execution of the 
reproducing step. However, Liu teaches TAMOT, a task-modeling editor which takes as 
input a GUI event and eventually produces task models from which can be extracted 
online help (pp. 4-6, Sees. 3.1-3.2). Liu does not specifically teach a start and stop 
feature. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to have such a feature because it would have made the editing 
process easier. The benefit would have been to enable a pause feature in the editing of 
aGUI. 

In regard to dependent Claim 17, Hinks fails to specifically teach the system 
events include at least one of a keystroke, a mouse click, a mouse double-click, and a 



Application/Control Number: 09/826,987 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2176 

mouse drag. However, Liu teaches Listen, a GUI event recorder which records 
information about the GUI event (what the user or system has done) and which GUI 
objects are being operated on in the interface (pp. 3-4, Sec. 3.1). Though Liu does not 
list specific events as claimed, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to assume that fundamentally, one or more of the claimed 
GUI events would have been recorded since it was commonly known that a Graphical 
User Interface, even the simplest one, would have features relying on a mouse click or 
similar action providing the benefit of GUI operation. 

In regard to independent Claim 42, Hinks teaches system (100) of Fig. 1 , which 
includes a central processor (101), a main memory (102) (e.g., random-access memory 
or RAM), an input/output controller (103), a keyboard (104), a pointing device (105) 
(e.g., mouse, track ball, pen device, or the like), a display device (106), and a non- 
volatile or mass storage (107) (e.g., hard or fixed disk, optical disk, magneto-optical 
disk, or flash memory). Processor (101) includes or is coupled to a cache memory (109) 
for storing frequently accessed information; memory (109) may be an on-chip cache or 
external cache (as shown). System (100) may also be provided with additional 
input/output devices, such as a printing device (108), as desired. The various 
components of the system (100) communicate through a system bus (110) or similar 
architecture, as shown (Col. 5, lines 42-56; compare with Claim 42, "... a bus system; 
a memory connected to the bus system, wherein the memory includes a set of 
instructions; and a processing unit, wherein the processing unit includes at least 
one processor"). Hinks fails to teach detecting when the executing program generates 
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a user interface feature; and recording a description of the user interface feature. 
However, Liu teaches Listen, a GUI event recorder which records information about the 
GUI event (what the user or system has done) and which GUI objects are being 
operated on in the interface (pp. 3-4, Sec. 3.1 ). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Hinks and Liu 
providing the benefit of sensing and storing GUI events for generation of online help. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James H Blackwell whose telephone number is 703- 
305-0940. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H Feild can be reached on 703-305-9792. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



James H. Blackwell 
06/22/04 
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